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In consideration of 

SENATE BILL 2633, SENATE DRAFT 1 
RELATING TO HISTORIC PROPERTY 

 
Senate Bill 2633, Senate Draft 1, proposes to exempt from the statutory definition of “historic 
property” any private residence that has not been entered into or nominated by the owner of the 
residence onto the Hawaii register of historic places.  It further proposes to clarify that nothing in 
Chapter 6E, Hawaii Revised Statutes (6E), shall be the construed to require review by the 
Department of Natural Resources (Department) of a private residence fifty or more years old that 
has not been entered into or nominated by the owner of the residence for entry onto the Hawaii 
register of historic places. The Department appreciates the intent of this measure and 
recommends that it be further amended.  
 
The Department agrees that Senate Bill 2633, Senate Draft 1 addresses the very real problem of 
unnecessary reviews of county permits for residences that meet the statutory definition of 
“historic property” but which are, in fact, merely old.  The Department is committed to resolving 
the problem of unnecessary reviews but we have been advised that we have no administrative 
options under the current statutory definition.   
 
In 2013, the Department reviewed more than 3,000 permit applications for residences fifty years 
old or older.  There is a perception that the Department’s reviews routinely take far longer than 
they should.  During 2013 on average, those reviews took seventeen days, and the most common 
length for a review was five calendar days.  Perception does not match reality. 
 
The vast majority of those reviews were for residences that the Department was obligated to 
regard as historic properties only because they meet the overly broad statutory definition making 
any building over fifty years old “historic.”  Most of those residences for which permits were 
reviewed would not qualify for inclusion in the Hawaii Register of Historic Places (Hawaii 
Register).  Even for homes that would qualify for inclusion in the Hawaii Register, many of the 
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       SECTION 1.  Section 6E-2, Hawaii Revised Statutes, is amended by amending the 
definition of "historic property" to read as follows: 
 
       "Historic property" means any building, structure, object, district, area, or site, 
including heiau and underwater site, [which] that is [over fifty years old .] listed in or 
eligible for inclusion in the Hawaii register of historic places. 

 
The Department believes that this language resolves the administrative problems that arise from 
the language proposed in Senate Bill 2633, Senate Draft 1 as currently written, while at the same 
time, providing the Department with the statutory basis for addressing the issue; thus resolving 
the problem of unnecessary reviews while at the same time protecting Hawai’i’s unique cultural 
and historic heritage. 

 
 
 
 
 

 





 
TO:   Representative Cindy Evans, Chair 
  Representative Nicole Lowen, Vice Chair 
  House Committee on Water and Land 
 
FROM:   Sara L. Collins, Ph.D., Legislative Chair  

Society for Hawaiian Archaeology  
sara.l.collins.sha@gmail.com  

 
HEARING: Friday, March 14, 2014 10:00 AM, Room 325 
 
SUBJECT: Testimony in Opposition to SB 2633, SD1, Relating to Historic Property 
 
I am Dr. Sara Collins, Chair of the Legislative Committee of the Society for Hawaiian Archaeology 
(SHA). We have over 150 members that include professional archaeologists and advocates of 
historic preservation in general. SB 2633, SD1, proposes to amend Section 6E-2, Hawaii Revised 
Statutes (HRS) pertaining to Historic Preservation by amending the current definition of “historic 
property” to exclude any private residence that has not been entered, or nominated by the owner 
of the residence for entry onto the Hawaii Register of Historic Places (Register).  
 
This measure is intended to address concerns that County permit applications, specifically those 
for private residences, are being excessively delayed by the historic preservation review process 
required under HRS §6E-42. This law and its implementing regulations require that the State 
Historic Preservation Division (SHPD) to be given the opportunity by other government 
agencies including the Counties to review projects that may affect historic properties. Historic 
properties are currently defined in the law as being those older than fifty years. By removing 
private residences from the definition of historic properties as proposed in SB 2633, SD1, it is 
believed that most of the permit application delays faced by owners of private residences will be 
eliminated. 
 
We strongly oppose this proposed redefinition of historic property because it would effectively 
remove most of State’s historically significant private residences from any consideration under the 
historic preservation review process. Only a fraction of the significant historic residences in the 
State are listed in the Register because they have never been nominated for inclusion in the 
Register and most have never even been evaluated for their historic significance. Inclusion in the 
Register is largely voluntary and is primarily done at the owner’s request. This amendment, in 
effect, makes this project review process limited only to those owners who have agreed, by virtue 
their residences being on the Register, to participate in this County-level review process.  
 
The following are several other problems we see with this amendment: 
 

• We strongly believe that no one category of the historic property should be treated 
differently under the state’s historic preservation law because it diminishes historic 
preservation efforts as a whole and adds unnecessary confusion to a long-standing and 
routine process which some already find too complex.  
 

• Requiring that only residences listed in the Register be considered under the historic 
preservation project review process reverses a decades-long trend of moving beyond 
constraints inherent in the Register nomination and listing process. This trend developed 
because such limitations result in there being no opportunity to encourage owners to 
preserve and maintain, in this case, their historic residences and the neighborhoods 
these residences play a critical role in defining. Even relatively minor steps can 
sometimes be taken to help residences maintain their historic character without going 
through the Register process. In any case, a very small percentage of these residences 
are ever proposed for Register listing. 
 



•  
 

• Residential construction projects can often have an effect on non-architectural historic 
properties, such as human burials or buried cultural layers, which are adjacent to the 
structures or are potentially disturbed during project related excavation. Without a prior 
review by SHPD, the likelihood of residential projects being stopped or delayed by these 
inadvertent discoveries will increase. 

 
• While we can understand the frustration experienced by the public if needed county or 

state permits are delayed, we also strongly believe that the issue of late and outstanding 
permit reviews is primarily an operational problem and should be addressed at this level 
before considering statutory changes. We believe a great deal could be done to increase 
the timeliness and effectiveness of residential property reviews if the Counties worked 
with SHPD to systematically review their respective procedures and practices; identify 
specific ways to improve and better coordinate reviews; and make better use of available 
technologies. A number of approaches to better manage these reviews are consistent 
with the current law and regulations. 

 
• To date, none of the County planning or permitting agencies appears to have participated 

in the legislative discussion of these issues. Since these agencies are responsible for 
implementing Chapter 6E-42 by sending permit applications to SHPD for review, we 
believe that any legislative solution to the perceived problems should explicitly include 
these entities. 

 
• With all due respect, we believe the committee report for Senate Draft 1 demonstrates 

that the Senate committees’ support for this amendment was based on a mistaken 
understanding of the historic preservation laws, regulations, and project review process. 
The Senate committees stated that the broad definition of historic property in the law (i.e., 
properties over fifty years old) “assumes that age is equivalent to historic importance” and 
therefore many private residences must needlessly go through the historic preservation 
review process. In fact, this broad definition does not equate age with historic importance. 
Instead it is only the first step in a review process designed to further consider if a 
residence may be historically significant and if the proposed improvements will even 
affect the historic character of the residence. Many private residences that are not on the 
Register are worthy of this basic consideration. 

 
If the legislature wishes to address this issue in a proactive way, we suggest that it use this bill as 
a vehicle to call for this coordination, possibly through establishment of a narrowly focused 
taskforce. If successful, this exercise would benefit all historic properties subject to HRS §6E-42 
reviews and not just those that are private residences. 
 
Consequently, we respectfully ask that you HOLD SB 2633, Senate Draft 1 and not pass it any 
further.  
 
Thank you for the opportunity to provide testimony. Should you have any questions, please feel 
free to contact me at the above email address. 
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From: Bob Liljestrand <bobldesign@hawaii.rr.com>
Sent: Wednesday, March 12, 2014 9:57 AM
To: waltestimony
Cc: Durand Vicky; Faulkner Kiersten
Subject: Historic Preservation...

To Whom it May Concern:

As one who realizes that preserving our built community preserves our story, our history, and as one who knows a bit
about architectural history in Hawaii I am shocked by the suggestion that residential structures be excluded from historic
registration. Vladimir Ossipoff is, arguably , Hawaii’s greatest architect. I believe he is also Hawaii’s greatest artist. “This is
more than architecture, this is art!” is repeated often in tours I offer of an Ossipoff residence. Although he did public
buildings a major part of his work was residential. To arbitrarily exclude that work from the possibility of registration is
absurd.

I suspect this bill has less to do with challenging residential registration and more to do with eliminating tax exemptions
for people struggling to preserve our past and providing easier access to neighborhoods for developers.

What ever the reason it is a bad idea!

Please vote agains this bill.

Sincerely,

Bob Liljestrand, AIA Associate











 
 
 
11 March 2014 
 
 
Representative Cindy Evans, Chair 
Representative Nicole E. Lowen, Vice�Chair 
Committee on Water & Land 
House of Representatives 
State of Hawaii 
 
Subject:  SB2633, SD1, Relating to Historic Property 
 
Representatives Evans and Lowen, Members of the Committee: 
 
This letter registers my opposition to the changes proposed by this bill.  This bill is 
flawed for two major reasons.  First, on its face it appears to establish that historic 
residences are less important than other properties, and since they are less important, 
they do not merit the same consideration given to all other property.  This conclusion is 
probably not the intent of SB2633 SD1, but it would be the result.  This would set a 
dangerous precedent that is contrary to Federal preservation law and interpretations.   
 
The second major flaw is the assumption that the current law imposes onerous time 
delays in getting building permits.  My own experience as an architect working on 
historic residences has shown this not to be true.  In general, the State Historic 
Preservation Division has reviewed our permit submittals within a few days and 
responded in a timely manner.   
 
I urge this bill not be passed. 

 
Sincerely, 
 
Glenn E. Mason, AIA 
President 
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From: mailinglist@capitol.hawaii.gov
Sent: Wednesday, March 12, 2014 1:15 PM
To: waltestimony
Cc: ewabond@gmail.com
Subject: Submitted testimony for SB2633 on Mar 14, 2014 10:00AM

SB2633
Submitted on: 3/12/2014
Testimony for WAL on Mar 14, 2014 10:00AM in Conference Room 325

Submitted By Organization Testifier Position Present at Hearing
John Bond Kanehili Cultural Hui Oppose No

Comments: The SD1 version of this bill opens the door for all kinds of abuse by land speculators and
developers. I have frequently seen where land dealers and flippers, such as in Kalaeloa, will spend a
few years prepping a land deal by initiating historic building deterioration, cutting down large historic
trees, having "vandals" chop down light poles, power poles, etc. in order to create the "loss of historic
integrity" before the project is announced. This perverted and unnecessary redefinition of this
important historic preservation statute will be used in ways that aren't immediately apparent but
clearly the land developers and big construction groups know exactly what they intend to do with this
major new loophole in the historic preservation statutes. This bill should be killed. Leave this statute
alone or go back to the original bill, not the sneaky SD-1.

Please note that testimony submitted less than 24 hours prior to the hearing, improperly identified, or
directed to the incorrect office, may not be posted online or distributed to the committee prior to the
convening of the public hearing.

Do not reply to this email. This inbox is not monitored. For assistance please email
webmaster@capitol.hawaii.gov
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From: George Outlaw <georgeandmary@mac.com>
Sent: Thursday, March 13, 2014 9:51 AM
To: waltestimony
Subject: HB 1678---SB 2633

Aloha,

I oppose these bills for the folowing reasons:

  Homes and human habitation are important elements of any community’s history. It is illogical and extreme to exclude
them from the definition of historic property.
2.  State law should be consistent in treating similar cases using the same standards. It is arbitrary to treat some historic
properties less seriously than others.
3.  There are more appropriate and common-sense solutions to a perceived issue related to permit review, rather than
to exclude entire neighborhoods and communities from measures developed to protect them.
4.  Undermining the protection of residential properties merely because the review is inconvenient could also lead to
undermining protection of other classes of historic and cultural sites when they are also inconvenient.

Mahalo,

George Outlaw



  

FERRARO CHOI And Associates Ltd     1240 Ala Moana Boulevard, Suite 510     Honolulu, Hawaii  96814-4298     Phone: (808)-533-8880     Fax: (808)-599-3769 

March 12, 2014 
 
Representative Cindy Evans, Chair 
Representative Nicole E. Lowen, Vice Chair 
Committee on Water & Land 

 
Re: SB2633 SDI, Relating to Historic Property 
 
Dear Representatives Evans and Lowen: 

 
I am writing in strong opposition to SB2633 SD1. The bill would amend Hawai‘i Revised 
Statutes §6E to revise the definition of historic property to exclude any residential property, 
except for those currently designated on the state register of historic places. 
 
Hawaii’s historic houses are a significant part of our state’s historic and cultural resources. 
They are links to where Hawaii’s kupuna lived, where they raised their children, and the 
neighborhoods that were formed around them. They represent a building type that was in 
many cases designed by local and immigrant tradesmen rather than through architectural 
commissions. They are no less important than other architectural works and are irreplaceable 
treasures. 
 
My wife and I submitted our house built in 1926 for historic designation in the early 90s.  
Maintaining it provides continued work for local trades and business for local building supply 
houses. We have also opened it to historic Manoa community tours on two occasions. 
  
By eliminating all residential property from consideration and evaluation for potential 
historic significance, SB2633 SD1 would inevitably lead to the destruction or damage to 
historic properties, and would be to the overall detriment of Hawaii’s cultural heritage. 
 
I urge you to hold this bill from further consideration and adoption into law. 
 
Respectfully, 
 

 
 
Joe Ferraro, FAIA, LEED AP 
Principal 

 
Representative Isaac Choy 
Senator Brian Tanaguchi 
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From: mailinglist@capitol.hawaii.gov
Sent: Wednesday, March 12, 2014 9:15 PM
To: waltestimony
Cc: clkkimura@gmail.com
Subject: *Submitted testimony for SB2633 on Mar 14, 2014 10:00AM*

SB2633
Submitted on: 3/12/2014
Testimony for WAL on Mar 14, 2014 10:00AM in Conference Room 325

Submitted By Organization Testifier Position Present at Hearing
Cara Kimura Individual Oppose No

Comments:

Please note that testimony submitted less than 24 hours prior to the hearing, improperly identified, or
directed to the incorrect office, may not be posted online or distributed to the committee prior to the
convening of the public hearing.

Do not reply to this email. This inbox is not monitored. For assistance please email
webmaster@capitol.hawaii.gov
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From: mailinglist@capitol.hawaii.gov
Sent: Thursday, March 13, 2014 11:05 AM
To: waltestimony
Cc: lindalegrande2243@gmail.com
Subject: Submitted testimony for SB2633 on Mar 14, 2014 10:00AM

SB2633
Submitted on: 3/13/2014
Testimony for WAL on Mar 14, 2014 10:00AM in Conference Room 325

Submitted By Organization Testifier Position Present at Hearing
Linda Legrande Individual Oppose No

Comments: Certainly there are more common sense and realistic ways to review permits than
excluding entire neighborhoods and communities from valuable measures that were established to
protect them. This bill will allow destruction and demolition of structures that 'house' our built history. I
am strongly opposed to this method that would declare all homes/houses/structures insignificant
unless already formally designated. That's ridiculous !!! Thank you for hearing me out! aloha, Linda
Legrande

Please note that testimony submitted less than 24 hours prior to the hearing, improperly identified, or
directed to the incorrect office, may not be posted online or distributed to the committee prior to the
convening of the public hearing.

Do not reply to this email. This inbox is not monitored. For assistance please email
webmaster@capitol.hawaii.gov
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From: mailinglist@capitol.hawaii.gov
Sent: Tuesday, March 11, 2014 8:12 PM
To: waltestimony
Cc: MSMatson@hawaii.rr.com
Subject: Submitted testimony for SB2633 on Mar 14, 2014 10:00AM

SB2633
Submitted on: 3/11/2014
Testimony for WAL on Mar 14, 2014 10:00AM in Conference Room 325

Submitted By Organization Testifier Position Present at Hearing
Michelle Matson Individual Oppose No

Comments: I strongly oppose this altered measure, which has been amended to read the opposite of
its original intent. Historic properties retain their significance, integrity and eligibility whether registered
or not. There are many significant historic residential properties that have not been registered. The
present language is a foolhardy invitation for any future speculative buyers to destroy historic
residential resources if the present owners have not registered them. Please do not weaken Hawai'i's
historic preservation laws with the misguided language in this bill.

Please note that testimony submitted less than 24 hours prior to the hearing, improperly identified, or
directed to the incorrect office, may not be posted online or distributed to the committee prior to the
convening of the public hearing.

Do not reply to this email. This inbox is not monitored. For assistance please email
webmaster@capitol.hawaii.gov
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From: Rfoxent@aol.com
Sent: Tuesday, March 11, 2014 6:41 PM
To: waltestimony
Subject: Oppose the bills to remove housing from possible future historic status.

Please do not pass this ill conceived bill.    Hawaii has many historic homes which have not been viewed, or registered.
The process is difficult and intimidating so I can see why many families just don't want to bother going through the
process. However, we cannot make laws just because some folks are too intimidated or lazy to bring their buildings to the
attention of the historic department.
We are talking about the heritage of Hawaii.. Once you tear down a building because some short sighted person doesn't
see any value in it,,  you can never get it back..
Case in Point.. Alii Nui Princess Ruth Keekauliki's beautiful mansion in town was bulldosed and now all we have are
postcards and old photos.   Is this the way to treat the heritage of the Hawaiian state and its people?
Please think for the long term.. Think for posterity and oppose these two short sighted damaging bills.
Whoever thought them up must have some hidden agenda.  I presume it is money.. ( as it usually is)
The history of this land is more important than the lining of a few head honcos pockets.

Do the right thing and say no to these misguided bills.
Robert E. Fox
2022 University Ave.
Honoulu, HI. 96822
808-256-1071



mailto:ue-wale0903@hotmail.com




March 14, 2014 
Testimony supporting SB 2633, SD1 – Relating to Historic Property 
Page 2 
 
 

 
PRP believes that the proposed language is a reasonable way to allow for the bulk of much-needed work 
on aging tract housing to move forward without unnecessary delays, and it will allow SHPD to focus on 
residences that are worthy of being placed on the Hawaii Register of Historic Places. 

 
Thank you for the opportunity to express our views and we kindly ask for your favorable consideration 
on SB 2633, SD1.  
 



1

lowen2-Nga

From: Victoria Cannon <vsc@hawaiiantel.net>
Sent: Wednesday, March 12, 2014 8:32 AM
To: waltestimony
Subject: SB 2633 SD 1

Aloha,  we oppose  SB 2633 SD 1.  Do not remove all residential property from State historic preservation Division.

Homes as well as all property are ALWAYS relevant to a community's history.  All property needs protection from abuse
by greed.

Victoria and Trudy Cannon
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From: rike weiss <rikeweiss@hotmail.com>
Sent: Thursday, March 13, 2014 10:44 AM
To: waltestimony
Subject: SB2633 SD1 and HB1678 HD1

I oppose SB2633 SD1 and HB1678 HD1

Aloha kakou:

SB2633 SD1 and HB1678 HD1 aim to remove all residential property from the oversight of the State Historic
Preservation Division, in essence declaring  all residential property as historically insignificant , unless it has
already been formally designated. While there certainly have been issues with SHPD, these bills are akin to
throwing the baby out with the bath water.

Homes and the people who live in them are what make a community. Homes tel l a community’s history, and we
travel all over the world to view historically significant homes. If `Iolani Palace were not on the national
register already, would it also be affected and be swept aside under these bills?

Surely there must be a less drastic and more sane way to improve the permitting review process, and I trust that
together you will find it. Thank you.

Rike Weiss



mailto:info@biahawaii.org


Honorable Cindy Evans, Chair 
House Committee on Water and Land 
March 14, 2014 
Testimony of BIA-Hawaii 
      
     The proposed bill provides a clear guideline simply by removing, from the definition of historic property, 
any private residences that have not been entered, or nominated by the owner of the residence for entry, onto 
the Hawaii register of historic places. The bill focuses only on vertical residential structures and does not apply 
to any subsurface work.  

 
     We believe that the proposed language would allow for the bulk of work on residential structures to move 
forward without unnecessary delays, allow SHPD to focus on residences that are worthy to be placed on the 
Hawaii Register of Historic Places, and restore a degree of common sense that has been lost in the current 
process. This can, and should be, done while preserving the true intent of HRS 6E and historic preservation of 
our important historical and cultural resources. 

 
     Thank you for the opportunity to express our views on this matter. 
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responsible growth that protects land, water, cultural resources and human health, opposes SB 2633 
that changes the definition of an historic property. 
 
While the proposed amendment seems harmless in reality the change can cause great harm by giving a 
homeowner the opt-out opportunity not to place their property that might have genuine historical value 
on the register.  
 
Two examples: 
 
 1) The former navy officer housing at Kalaeloa now owned by Hunt Corporation has not  been 
 evaluated for their historical significance nor nominated to the State Register of Historic Places 
 but instead the housing has been allowed the deteriorate. The only thing keeping these 
 residences from being demolished is their 50- year old status. Pass this amendment and they are 
 gone. 
 
 2) In Maunawili Valley, on Oahu, the home where Queen Liliuokalani rested on her trips 
 around the island and where she was inspired to write Aloha `Oe still exists. While in major 
 disrepair the home is still there but the landowner has never nominated it for listing on the State 
 Register of Historic Places. Will passage of this bill give the landowner the ammunition needed 
 to demolish this historic residence? 
 
We believe that the solution being sought in this bill lies with each county where the planning 
departments require an applicant to answer a list of questions and submit photos showing that the 
residence does not retain any historic integrity. Once a county planning department certifies, through a 
check off list and photos that the property does not have historical value then that record is sent to the 
SHPD for approval.  
 
If SB 2633 is passed the number of truly historic residential properties that will be lost because a 
landowner, knowingly or unknowingly, didn’t nominate the property is unknown. Is it worth the 
gamble?  
 
Please hold SB 2633 in committee because if passed it will be a license to demolish. 
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